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1. Introduction  
Embryonic stem (ES) cells are derived directly from inner cell mass (ICM) of mouse or human 
preimplantation embryos (Evans & Kaufman 1981, Martin 1981, Thomson et al., 1998). They 
are pluripotent, once they are able to differentiate in vitro and in vivo into derivatives of the 
three embryonic germ cell lines: mesoderm, endoderm and ectoderm (Fig. 1). The 
establishment of protocols for direct in vitro differentiation of pluripotent stem cell (PSC) into 
desirable cell type is extremely important for their use in therapies, for the studies of human 
diseases, and also for biochemical, toxicological and pharmacological studies (Pederson 1999, 
Sukoyan et al., 2002, Wobus & Löser 2011). Therefore, focusing on the PSCs use in these 
studies, many efforts have been devoted to the establishment of stem cells models with a 
particular emphasis to their in vitro differentiation into mature and functional neurons.  
The nervous system is the most complex system in the organism and its formation usually 
involves four stages: specification of the neural cells identity (neural or glia), neural 
migration and axon formation, synapse formation (with target neurons, muscle or gland 
cells) and synaptic connection refinement (elimination of axons branches and cells death) 
(Müller 2006). It is well-known that many genes are involved in the process of neuronal 
stem cells fate specification (Aiba et al., 2006). This process depends on the specific 
environment during organogenesis, after birth and during adult life. The temporal and 
spatial factors are essential for neuronal differentiation, due to the multilayer nature of 
cortex (Müller 2006). Although numerous publications have reported PSCs differentiation 
toward neurons, many important questions are not answered yet, especially in respect to the 
equivalency of the in vitro PSCs model and in vivo central nervous system (CNS) 
development. Accomplishments in these directions would represent a crucial starting point 
for the stem cell therapies and drug discovery. A number of important protocols have been 
set up for the differentiation of PSCs into neurons, which mainly lead to the coexistence in 
the culture of differentiated neurons and non-neural cells, together with neural precursors 
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and undifferentiated PSCs (Okabe et al., 1996, Li et al., 1998, Mujtaba et al., 1999, Baharvand 
et al., 2007). Most of these protocols are short-lasting, which therefore does not allow a 
careful analysis of the neurons maturation, aging, and death processes.  
In this chapter, we describe principal methods of PSCs differentiation into neurons in vitro. 
Next, we present a method developed by our group, which established a long-term culture 
of committed neuronal precursors and functional neurons from mouse embryonic stem 
(mES) cells. In addition, using this long-term protocol we demonstrated the temporal and 
spatial localization of microtubule-associated proteins, such as, Lis1 (Lissencephaly-1) and 
Ndel1 (nuclear distribution element-like) in neuronal precursors and differentiated neurons. 
These both proteins have been shown to be essential for neuronal differentiation during the 
CNS development. Regardless of the relevance of these proteins for neuronal differentiation, 
their expression during PSCs differentiation was marginally explored.  
 
 
Fig. 1. ES cell isolation and differentiation. 
2. Pluripotent stem cells as a model of in vitro differentiation 
ES cells are powerful biological model, which can provide important information for our 
knowledge regarding the cell commitment and differentiation during development process 
(O’Shea 1999, Wobus & Boheler 2005). Multiple methods have been developed in order to 
induce in vitro PSCs differentiation and to obtain the desirable cell phenotype (Baharvand et 
al., 2004, Keller 2005). It has been found that ES cells are able to differentiate spontaneously 
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within cell aggregates, when feeder layers and required factors to maintain pluripotency are 
removed. These aggregates, denominated embryoid bodies (EBs), resemble early post 
implantation embryos, although chaotically organized inside. It is assumed that EBs 
formation initiates spontaneous differentiation of ES cells to the three embryonic germ 
layers (Evans & Kaufman 1981). Innumerous studies have addressed the issue of cell specific 
differentiation of ES cells. In Figure 2 we summarize the main cell phenotypes, which can be 
induced to differentiate from ES cells in vitro under specific culture conditions. Those 
accomplishments are the result of a dynamic interaction between knowledge of embryonic 
development and empirical testing, targeted at reproducing in vitro cell specification 
conditions found in the developing embryo. 
 
 
Fig. 2. ES cell differentiation in vitro. ES cells are isolated from the ICM of the blastocyst. 
These cells can be induced to form EBs, which are structures that contain representatives of 
the three embryonic germ layers. Under the appropriate culture condition, the EBs can be 
induced to differentiate into several types of cells in vitro. 
2.1 Mesoderm specification 
Mesoderm is the germ layer responsible for the development of muscle, bone, cartilage, 
blood, and connective tissue. Blood and endothelial cells are the first cell types to form in the 
developing vertebrate embryo at around six days of gestation. This event leads to the 
formation of the yolk sac, an extraembryonic membrane composed of adjacent mesodermal 
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and primitive (visceral) endodermal cell layers, which give rise to blood and endothelial 
cells (Baron 2001). In vitro differentiation of ES cells in EBs allows the generation of blood 
islands containing erythrocytes and macrophages (Doetschman et al., 1985), whereas 
differentiation in semisolid medium is efficient for the formation of neutrophilis, 
macrophages, and erythroid lineages (Wiles & Keller 1991). In an attempt to identify 
potential inducers of the hematopoietic lineage, researchers indicated Wnt3 (Proto-oncogene 
protein) as an important signaling molecule that plays a significant role in enhancing 
hematopoietic commitment during in vitro differentiation of ES cells (Lako et al., 2001). The 
hematopoietic cells derived from ES cells have been characterized by specific gene 
expression patterns and by cell surface antigens (Wiles & Keller 1991, Wang et al., 1992). 
However, the most important aspect was to characterize these cells in the functional 
capacity, by demonstrating long-term multilineage hematopoietic repopulating properties 
in an animal model (Palacios et al., 1995). 
Cardiomyocytes readily differentiate from aggregates composed of mES cells in the 
presence of high concentration of serum (around 20%), and display properties comparable 
to those observed in vivo: they express similar cardiac gene expression patterns, present 
sarcomeric structures, and demonstrate contractility triggered by cardiac-specific ion 
currents, as well as the expression of membrane-bound ion channels. This type of 
differentiation can develop spontaneously or be induced by differentiation factors including 
dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO) and retinoic acid (RA), or small molecules, such as Dynorphin B 
and cardiogenol derivatives (Fassler et al., 1996). Human ES cells also hold the ability to 
differentiate into cardiomyocytes, which show similar properties to those derived from mES 
cells (Kehat et al., 2001). Furthermore, it is well established that ES cells can efficiently 
differentiate into several other mesodermal cells types, including mesenchymal cell-derived 
adipogenic (Dani et al., 1997), chondrogenic (Kramer et al., 2000), osteoblast (Buttery et al., 
2001), and myogenic cells (Rohwedel et al., 1994). In all of these experiments, the cell type 
derivation was induced by specific differentiation factors. 
2.2 Endoderm specification 
Endoderm is responsible for deriving the pancreas and liver. Regarding the therapeutic 
interest for the treatment of hepatic failure and diabetes mellitus, hepatic and pancreatic 
cells are of special interest. Thus, since these cells could be derived from ES cells new hope 
has emerged (Soria 2001). These in vitro derived cells showed hepatic-restricted transcripts 
and proteins, and were able to integrate and to function in a host liver following 
transplantation (Chinzei et al., 2002). Recently, researchers demonstrated that hepatocyte-
like endodermal markers were also detected in ES cell derivatives (Yamada et al., 2002). 
The potential use of ES cells for treatment of diabetes was enhanced by the perspective of 
deriving insulin-producing pancreatic endocrine cells. Researchers at NovoCell, Inc., a 
biotechnology company in the USA, have developed an in vitro differentiation process that 
mimics pancreatic organogenesis. By directing cells through stages resembling definitive 
endoderm, gut-tube endoderm, pancreatic endoderm and endocrine precursor, they were 
able to convert human ES cells to endocrine cells capable of synthesizing the pancreatic 
hormones insulin, glucagon, somatostatin, pancreatic polypeptide and ghrelin (D’Amour et 
al., 2006). Moreover, in pre-clinical trials, the same group showed that those ES-derived 
pancreatic cells efficiently generated glucose-responsive endocrine cells after implantation 
into mice, and those insulin producing cells, in turn protected animals from streptozotocin-
induced hyperglycemia (Kroon et al., 2008).   
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2.3 Ectoderm specification  
The embryonic ectoderm is an embryonic germ layer, which can produce various cell lineages 
during development. Of particular interest, the differentiation of ES cells into neuronal cells 
was published independently by three groups in 1995 (Bain et al., 1995, Fraichard et al., 1995, 
Strubing et al., 1995). Gene expression and electrophysiological studies of cell derivatives from 
PSCs indicated the presence of the all three major cell types of the brain: astrocytes, 
oligodendrocytes, and neurons (dopaminergic, GABAergic (gamma-aminobutyric-acid-
releasing), serotonergic, glutamatergic and cholinergic neurons) (Lee et al., 2000, Rolletschek at 
al., 2001, Aubert et al., 2002) (Fig. 3). Thus, these studies opened first perspectives regarding ES 
cell models for the study of neurodegenerative disorders. Human ES cells are also able to 
generate the neural epithelium (Thomson et al., 1998, Reubinoff et al., 2000, Zhang et al., 2001). 
However, although neural progenitors derived from ES cells could be enriched and directed to 
differentiate into mature neurons, astrocytes, and oligodendrocytes (Carpenter et al., 2001), 
experimental data obtained until recently could not demonstrate the formation of a given 
neuron subtype  (Lee et al., 2000, Rolletschek at al., 2001, Aubert et al., 2002). The possibility of 
generating neurons in vitro signals for a first step towards exploring the therapeutic potential 
of ES cells for Parkinson’s disease (Svendsen, 2008). 
 
 
Fig. 3. All three major cell types of CNS derivative from PSCs: oligodendrocytes, astrocytes, 
and neurons. 
2.3.1 Three dimensional (3-D) model of PSCs differentiation 
Currently, common protocol comprises three steps: EBs (3-D model) formation, derivation of 
primitive neuroepithelial cells from EBs and generation of differentiated neural cell types. The 
most widely used method to induce neuronal differentiation is to enzymatically or 
mechanically lift the PSCs colonies and place them into low-adherence culture dishes or flasks 
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without substrate, feeder cells, or mitogens, where they form EBs (Carpenter et al., 2001, 
Colombo et al., 2006, Baharvand et al., 2007). The culture media formulations for EBs vary 
significantly between different works (Ng et al., 2005, Yoon et al., 2006). Next, EBs are 
transferred to serum-free culture media and are plated onto laminin (poly-lysine)-coated 
dishes in order to generate an adherent culture and to differentiate into neuroepithelial cells. 
The EBs undergo spontaneous differentiation and the formation of clusters of small elongated 
cells surrounding a central zone, free of cells, so-called neural rosettes was showed (Pankratz 
et al., 2007, Pankratz & Zhang 2007). These rosettes resemble the morphology of the primitive 
neural tube and express early neural marker antigens such as Nestin (type VI intermediate 
filament (IF) protein) and Musashi-1 (RNA-binding proteins expressed in the CNS), but not 
markers of more mature neural cells. These rosettes were observed in majority of the studies of 
induction of neural differentiation of PSCs. PSCs neuroepithelial differentiation method are 
widely used to generate neural progenitors and mature neural  cell types. The neuroepithelial 
cells obtained by this approach express the neuroepithelial transcription factors, such as PAX6 
(Paired box gene 6), Sox1 (Sex determining region Y-box 1), and Sox2 (sex determining region 
Y-box 2), in about 90% of the total differentiated progenies (Li et al., 2007, Pankratz & Zhang 
2007). Neuronal differentiation can also occur without EBs formation. In this case, specific 
growth factors or the co-culture of PSCs with cells of a particular origin that have been found 
to produce factors of neuronal cell specification are used to accelerate the differentiation 
towards one cell type or lineage of interest.  
RA is an important regulator of the nervous system development, regeneration and 
maintenance (Zhang 2006, Maden 2007). Although, rosette formation occurrs during 
spontaneous in vitro differentiation of PSC-derived EBs, addition of RA enhances 
significantly the yielding of rosettes and mature neurons. Therefore, the predominant 
number of studies uses RA alone or in combination with other factors, e.g. bFGF (basic 
fibroblast growth factor). Additionally, neural differentiation can also be induced by the 
withdrawal of bFGF/EGF (epithelial growth factor) and exposure to BDNF (brain-derived 
neurotrophic factor), NGF (neuronal growth factor) or other factors into the culture medium. 
The above described protocol and its modifications commonly produce mixed population of 
neuronal cells, which contain precursors, neurons and glial cells. This mixed population needs 
the application of further protocols for selection and enrichment, in order to obtain almost 
pure population of precursors or neurons, suitable for pharmacological screening or 
therapeutic applications.   
2.3.2 Bi-dimensional (2-D) model of PSCs differentiation  
Primary neural stem cells (NSC) can proliferate in vitro, forming multicellular floating 
spherical clusters, commonly referred as neurospheres, which are mainly composed by 
committed progenitor cells. When adhered on substrate, these neurospheres differentiate 
into functional neurons (Reynolds & Weiss, 1992; Chojnacki & Weiss, 2008). Our group 
aimed at developing a protocol for PSCs differentiation into neurons, which resemble the 
differentiation pattern of NSC-derived adherent neurosphere (AN). This protocol comprises 
five steps: EBs formation, culturing of floating EBs in the presence of RA, EBs adherence, 
formation of AN (2-D model), composed by commuted neuronal precursors and generation 
of neurons from AN. We further referred adherent EBs as ANs. It is worth mentioning that 
this protocol avoids the formation of rosettes.  
The details of 2-D protocol are presented in Figure 4. An enzymatic digestion with trypsin of 
mES cells were used in order to obtain a feeder-free cell suspension. The mES cells were 
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plated in culture flask, which allows rapid adherence of feeder cells. The EBs were obtained 
in low serum (5%) basal culture medium, following routine protocol of hanging drop 
method. Next, EBs were transferred into low-adherence culture dishes without substrate 
that allows adherence, and the neuronal differentiation was induced by the addition of RA 
(at final concentration of 0.1 µM). The EBs were maintained under non-adherent serum-free 
culture conditions (neurobasal (NB) medium supplemented with B27), for additional 4 days. 
Next, RA was removed and the EBs was transferred to poly-lysine treated plastic dishes in 
order to form ANs. The ANs were maintained in serum-free conditions for additional 7 
days. At this moment of neuronal differentiation, outgrowth of neuron-like cells on the 
periphery of ANs was clearly observed (Fig. 5). These ANs were caught in small pieces and 
mechanically transferred into another Petri dish. After 3-4 days, these small ANs start to 
produce outgrowth of neurons. This process of ANs mechanical splitting and transfer can be 
repeated several times continuously producing ANs and neurons.  
 
 
 
Fig. 4. Differentiation of ES cells towards neurons. 1-2: EBs formation; 3-6: 3-D model; 7-11:2-
D model. (1) Pluripotent ES cells in basal culture medium. (2) EBs formation using 
suspension cell culture or hanging drop protocol. (3-5) Adherence of EBs, in serum-free 
medium with or without RA, production of neuroepithelial cells, (4) rosette formation, (5) 
neurons (white-brilliant) and glial cells (black) production. (6-11) culture of floating EBs in 
serum-free medium in the presence of RA, (7, 9, 10) RA removal, EBs adherence and ANs 
formation, production of neuronal precursor and mature neurons, (8, 10) ANs mechanical 
splitting and transfer using glass pipette. White arrows showed in (2) EBs (phase contrast), 
in (3) rosette (Hematoxylin & Eosin staining) in (5) neurons (phase contrast), in (7, 9, 11) AN 
with outgrowing neurons (phase contrast). 
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Fig. 5. Differentiation of PSC-derived adherent neurospheres. A) AN (black) producing a 
network of connected neurons. B) AN (white) after mechanical splitting and transfer. 
Migration of neurons also can be observed. Light microscopy (phase contrast).  
These ANs present expression of the neural progenitor cell markers, such as Sox1 and 
Nestin just after plating. Following differentiation, the inner part of the AN, continuously 
expressed Sox 1 and Nestin proteins, while outgrowing neurons, which form an extensive 
neurite net around the AN expressed beta III-tubulin (neuron-specific marker) (Fig. 6).  
 
 
Fig. 6. Expression of neuroepithelial and neuronal markers in AN. A) Expression of Sox 1 
protein (red), which express in the nucleus of progenitor cells localized in the inner part of 
AN. B) Expression of beta-III tubulin protein (green) at the periphery of AN and in 
outgrowing neurons. C) Higher magnification of extensive neurite net in (B) showing 
interconnected neurons. 
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The expression of other neuron-specific proteins, such as MAP2 (microtubule-associated 
protein 2), NF-M (neurofilament medium protein), Tau (a microtubule-associated protein), 
NeuN (neuronal nuclei marker), GABA and 5-HT (5-hydroxytryptamin), was observed in 
neurons derived from ANs each time after splitting and mechanical transfer, which was 
maintained during three months. Electrophysiological analysis, by using the patch-clamp 
technique, in long-lasting culture of AN-derived mature neurons, showed the presence of 
ionic channels and membrane electrical potentials typical of electrically excitable cells, 
which is a characteristic feature of functional CNS neurons. 
This method of mechanical splitting and transfer of ANs is advantageous because it avoids 
the trauma associated to the trypsin treatments and mechanical dissociation and, so forth, 
may improve the survival of committed precursors able to differentiate into neurons. It is 
well-known that CNS precursors are localized in stem cell niche of organisms, which 
guarantees their continuous growth and renewing, and also the production of differentiated 
cells. In our model, ANs provide a constant microenvironment (in vitro niche) for the 
neuronal progenitor cells, which can be maintained for at least twelve weeks in culture, 
following repetitive mechanical splitting and transfer. Since expression of GFAP (Glial 
fibrillary acidic protein) gene has not been detected, it seems that AN direct the fate of non-
committed precursors toward the neurons generation. 
2.3.3 Importance of lineage selection for transplantation studies in regenerative 
medicine 
A majority of available protocols for neural differentiation result in the generation of multiple 
cell types of committed neural precursor to a fully differentiated, post-mitotic neural cell. The 
selection and expansion of ES-derived neural precursors is a material for transplantation 
studies focusing on diseases as Parkinson’s or Alzheimer’s disease, or neural damage 
following stroke or injury. Such protocol is important due to the elimination of PSCs from the 
transplanted cell population, which can generate teratocarcinomas (Zhang et al., 1996, 
Deacon et al., 1998, Bjorklund et al., 2002). Commonly genetic engineering methods are used 
for lineage selection on differentiating ES cells to purify neural precursors. These techniques 
rely on the introduction of a reporter/selection cassette into a locus with restricted expression 
in the desired cell type by homologous recombination. Thus, to address lineage selection of 
neuronal precursor one copy of the pan-neural gene Sox1 has been replaced by the dual 
selection/reporter cassette egfpIRESpac in ES cell line, which confers cell-autonomous green 
fluorescence and puromycin resistance to cells that express Sox1. This gene is not expressed 
in ES cells. Its expression is limited to neuroectodermal cell, and undifferentiated ES cells are 
not fluorescent. Upon neural differentiation, Sox1 is activated and the cells produce green 
fluorescence enabling further purification of both neural and non-neural cells generated 
during differentiation. Fluorescence-activated cell sorting (FACS) is used for the isolation of 
both Sox1–GFP-positive and -negative cells allowing further analysis (Li et al., 1998, Pevny et 
al., 1998, Wood et al., 1999, Ying et al., 2003).  
The comparison of AN and the above described techniques demonstrated that we succeeded 
to establish very simple and long-term protocol for generation of Sox1 positive cells. It is 
useful to note that 3 months of several mechanical splitting, Sox1-positive cells maintain the 
expression and continuously produce outgrowing beta III-tubulin-positive cells, while 
expression of GFAP gene has not been detected (Hayashi et al., 2010). Quantification of 
precursors and mature neurons demonstrated stable production of both Sox1 and beta III-
tubulin proteins during the first 2 months. At the end of the third month, Sox1-nestin-
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positive cells were maintained at a similar level as before (~83%), whereas the number of 
immature neurons (~45%) decreased 1.5-fold, suggesting delay of the maturation process 
(~32%). Moreover, we showed that under the described conditions, dopaminergic, 
GABAergic, and serotonergic neurons can be produced. Therefore, generation of 2-D model 
is of great importance because allows expansion of neural progenitor without genetic 
modification from primary ES cell culture. Our AN protocol is especially advantageous for 
the future of regenerative medicine and treatment of neurodegenerative diseases, which will 
provide more tools for a safety clinical protocol with the advantage of lacking the 
intermediate effects from non-neural cells. 
2.3.4 Importance of microtubule associated proteins for neuronal differentiation 
Neuronal migration has been studied extensively in diverse mammalian species and the 
sequence of events that occurs during cortical development is shared by all mammals. 
(Gleeson & Walsh 2000, Walsh & Goffinet 2000). During neurogenesis, neural precursors are 
generated, which proliferate and differentiate into immature postmitotic neurons. These 
immature cells migrate from the ventricular zone (VZ) to preplate, a layer at the surface of 
the developing cerebral cortex, splitting the preplate and forming the cortical plate, which 
further develops into the cortex. Following immature neurons migration from the VZ, 
cortical lamination is established in an inside-out fashion. In the deep of the cortex, the 
earliest-born neurons end up, while later-born neurons localize at more superficial layers of 
the cortex residing near the pial surface. Synaptogenesis and apoptosis of neurons occur at 
the final stages of cortical development. Indeed, the migration of neurons requires the same 
steps, which is necessary for migration of any cell type. The signals of environment for 
attraction and repulsion; the nucleus dislocation from central position to the periphery, a 
process called nucleokinesis; and a mechanism for migration end up. Microtubule 
associated proteins (MAPs), for instance, Lis1 and Ndel1, have been shown to be essential 
for neuronal differentiation and cell migration during the CNS development and also in the 
adult nervous system.  
2.3.4.1 Lis1 and Ndel1 
Haploinsufficiency of Lis1 results in lissencephaly, a human neuronal migration disorder 
(Reiner et al., 1993, Saillour et al., 2009). Patients with type 1 Lissencephaly disorder, have a 
reduction in brain folding, and aberrant distribution and orientation of neurons in several 
brain regions. Lis1 binds with high affinity to a protein called Ndel1. Both proteins can 
complex with cytoplasmic dynein, the retrograde microtubule motor. Lis1 and Ndel1 are 
proposed to be important for the regulation of dynein-related events in mitosis and 
migration (Shu et al., 2004, Yamada et al., 2008, Youn et al., 2009, Hippenmeyer et al., 2010, 
Zyłkiewicz et al., 2011). Thus, PSCs can provide an important model to study migration 
defects related to MAPs. 
Lis1 is a central component of a protein complex, evolutionarily conserved from fungus to 
human that regulates nuclear migration (Morris, 2000). Lis1 is able to regulate neuronal 
migration efficiency in a dose-dependent manner (Gambello et al., 2003). Reduced Lis1 
activity results in severe defects in the radial migration of multiple types of neurons, 
including neocortical projection neurons (Tsai et al., 2005).  
Ndel1 is important for normal cortical development and it is involved in microtubule 
organization, nuclear translocation, and neuronal positioning, in concert with various other 
proteins, including Lis1 (Shu et al., 2004, Youn et al., 2009). Mutations in the mammals Lis1 
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gene result in neuronal migration defects (Reiner et al., 1993, Youn et al., 2009, Saillour et al., 
2009), while knockdown or ablation of cortical Ndel1 function also results in impaired 
migration of neocortical projection neurons (Sasaki et al., 2005, Youn et al., 2009). Lis1 and 
Ndel1 co-localize predominantly in the centrosome in early neuroblasts, and later, 
redistributes to axons during neuronal development (Shu et al., 2004, Guo et al., 2006, 
Bradshaw et al., 2008, Hayashi et al., 2010). Thus, Lis1 and Ndel1 are essential for normal 
cortical neuronal migration and neurite outgrowth. 
Currently, Lis1 and Ndel1 were shown to have additional, important functions in the 
cytoplasmic dynein pathway. They participate in nuclear and centrosomal transport in 
migrating neurons (Shu et al., 2004, Tsai et al., 2005). Additionally, they influence a centrosome 
positioning in migrating non-neuronal cells (Dujardin et al., 2003, Stehman et al., 2007, Shen et 
al., 2008) as well as chromosome alignment, and mitotic spindle orientation (Faulkner et al., 
2000, Siller et al., 2005, Liang et al., 2007, Stehman et al., 2007, Vergnolle & Taylor 2007). 
McKenney and co-authors (2010), using biochemical and biophysical approaches, 
investigated whether and how Lis1 and NudE (Ndel1) affect dynein motor activity. Results 
obtained in this work apparently explain the requirement for Lis1 and NudE in the transport 
of nuclei, centrosomes, chromosomes, and the microtubule cytoskeleton. Additionally, they 
provide new insight into the molecular basis for lissencephaly, and the mechanism of action of 
these proteins in a broad range of biological functions.  
2.3.4.2 Expression of Lis1 and Ndel1 in ANs  
Regardless of the relevance of these proteins for neuronal differentiation, their expression 
during PSCs differentiation is not well explored yet. Our group was the first to analyze 
intracellular localization of both proteins in mES cells, undifferentiated and during in vitro 
neural differentiation (Hayashi et al., 2010). The expression of both Lis1 and Ndel1 proteins 
was observed in undifferentiated cells, which presented co-localization within the 
perinuclear region (Fig. 7). At early stages of differentiation, just after formation of ANs, 
Lis1 expression was observed in the cytoplasm, while Ndel1 was in the perinuclear region of 
committed cells. Following differentiation, when ANs grow in size, the expression of both 
proteins was no more observed in the area of committed cells. Both Lis1 and Ndel1 proteins 
were visualized in outgrowing neuritis. Additionally, they co-localized with Tau, which is a 
marker of MAPs, involved in the microtubule assembly and stabilization. In the same way, 
Ndel1 and MAP2 were also co-localized. In non-rosette MAP2 positive neurons, Lis1 and 
Ndel1 proteins co-localized in neuronal cell body and growing axons (Fig. 7). 
In attempt to mimic the development of cortical layers in vitro and to study the cell 
migration during the differentiation process, which can be assessed by the analysis of the 
expression pattern of these proteins, the ANs were allowed to grow for 15 days without 
splitting. Significant variation in spatial distribution of Lis1 and Ndel1 proteins were 
observed within 2-D ANs. The expression of Lis1 was observed in the inner part of ANs, in 
the cells presenting rosette morphology. Unexpectedly, Ndel1 was not expressed in rosette 
forming cells. Both proteins were co-localized in the cytoplasm of the cells showing 
neuroblast-like morphology, which were found close to the periphery of AN. Lis1 protein 
was expressing in the cells very closely localized to Ndel1 expressing cells, which, in turn, 
were close to the region of outgrowing neurons. Co-localization of Lis1 and Ndel1 
expression was detected in cells from upper layer of ANs. Ndel1 was found to interact with 
centrosomes, suggesting that these cells are early neuroblasts (Fig. 8).  
www.intechopen.com
 Embryonic Stem Cells – Differentiation and Pluripotent Alternatives 92
 
Fig. 7. Schematic presentation of expression pattern of Lis1 and Ndel1 during neuronal 
differentiation of PSCs. In undifferentiated ES cells, both Lis1 and Ndel1 show a perinuclear 
co-localization. In neuronal precursors, Lis1 presents a cytoplasmatic and Ndel1 a 
perinuclear localization. In neurons, at the periphery of ANs, both Lis1 and Ndel1 co-
localize in the outgrowing neurites. In non-rosette neurons, these proteins co-localize in 
neuronal body and neurites. 
 
 
Fig. 8. Schematic presentation of Lis1 and Ndel1 expression in different layers of AN. Lis1 
(green) expression was observed in the inner part of AN in the cells organized in rosettes. 
Intermediate layer (yellow) is composed by the neuroblast-like cells, which express both 
proteins, Lis1 (green) in the cytoplasm and Ndel1 in centriolos (red) and less in cytoplasm. 
Upper layer is composed mainly by Lis1 and at the periphery of AN by Ndel1 expressing 
cells. Proteins expression is also demonstrated by immunofluorescence within AN located 
on both sides of schematic presentation (Confocal microscopy + Fluorescence).  
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Interaction of Lis1 and Ndel1 with other cytosolic proteins had been well studied using 
cultured non-neuronal and/or neuronal cells and the expression of both Ndel1 and Lis1 
genes in early neuroblasts derived from embryonic and adult tissues was observed (Sasaki 
et al., 2000, Shu et al., 2004). Our data demonstrated an expression of only Ndel1 without 
Lis1 expression in the centrosome region in neuroblast-like cells within differentiated AN. 
Variation of spatial distribution of Lis1 and Ndel proteins expression was also observed. The 
ES cells isolated from, for instance, Lis1 or Ndel1 knockout mice, followed by their 
differentiation into neuronal cells using the present protocol, will permit the elucidation of 
the real role of each protein during the neuronal differentiation process. Our data suggest 
that further analysis involving other important MAPs are necessary to allow a better 
comprehension of the migration mechanism(s) and of the specification fate of neuronal cells 
during differentiation. 
3. Conclusions 
PSCs have the capacity to differentiate in vitro into neuronal cells spontaneously through 
EBs formation or in monolayer culture. EBs 3-D model is shown to be more efficient model, 
which can be improved using serum-free culture conditions and inductors of differentiation 
(e.g. RA). Following this protocol, neuroepithelial cells could be obtained, which formed 
rosettes. Further selection and enrichment protocols are needed to isolate culture of 
committed neuronal precursor, neurons and/or glial cells. This 3-D model provides short-
term culture of neuronal cells, which did not allow analysis of neurons migration and 
survival. It is of note that these AN can be maintained even in the absence of growth factors, 
without lacking the capacity to produce functional neurons. 
Our study demonstrated that ANs is a long-term protocol, which can be used to analyze the 
process of neuronal differentiation in dynamics. Plating of intact ANs also provides a 
window of time to the precursor cells for establishing their fate in a 2-D environment. ANs 
model avoid a stage of rosettes formation directly producing committed progenitors and 
non-rosette neurons, mimicking process of differentiation of neurospheres form CNS. 
Mature neurons, obtained from ANs, display ionic channels and membrane electrical 
potential, which are typical of electrically excitable cells and are also a characteristic feature 
of functional CNS neurons.  
Following mechanical splitting and transfer, these ANs grow continuously, confirming their 
auto-renewing properties similarly to progenitors of CNS. When maintained untouched 
during prolonged period (at least 15 days), progenitors inside growing ANs undergo further 
cell specification. As we demonstrated by the analyses of expression of Lis1 and Ndel1 
proteins, both presented differential spatial distribution within the ANs. The discrepancy 
between patterns of expression of these proteins in neuroblasts isolated from embryonic or 
adult mouse neuronal tissues, and in those AN-derived cells was observed. AN-derived 
neuroblasts demonstrated only Ndel1 location in centrosome region, instead of showing the 
location of both proteins in this region. This indicates that miss expression of proteins, 
which are responsible for neuronal cells division and migration, can occur during in vitro 
differentiation.  
Thus, our protocol provides an efficient experimental model for studying neuronal in vitro 
differentiation mimicking early development, as well as it represents a novel source of 
functional cells that can be used as tools for testing the effects of drugs on functional 
neuronal cells. 
www.intechopen.com
 Embryonic Stem Cells – Differentiation and Pluripotent Alternatives 94
4. Acknowledgments  
The authors thank Dr. Antonio C.M. Camargo and Dr. Juliano R. Guerreiro from Butantan 
Institute for their contribution in our research, as well as Alexsander Seixas de Souza for his 
technical assistance with confocal microscopy; and Dr. Toshie Kawano (in memoriam), 
Laboratory of Parasitology of Butantan Institute, for allowing the free access to the 
microscope whenever necessary. This work was financially supported by FAPESP. 
5. References 
Aiba, K.; Sharov, A.A.; Carter, M.G.; Foroni, C.; Vescovi, A.L.; Ko, M.S. (2006). Defining a 
developmental path to neural fate by global expression profiling of mouse 
embryonic stem cells and adult neural stem/progenitor cells. Stem Cells 24(4), pp. 
889-895. 
Aubert, J.; Dunstan, H.; Chambers, I. & Smith, A. (2002). Functional gene screening in 
embryonic stem cells implicates Wnt antagonism in neural differentiation. Nat. 
Biotechnol. 20, pp.1240-1245. 
Baharvand, H.; Ashtiani, S.K.; Valojerdi, M.R.; Shahverdi, A.; Taee, A.; Sabour, D. (2004). 
Establishment and in vitro differentiation of a new embryonic stem cell line from 
human blastocyst. Differentiation 72, pp. 224–229. 
Baharvand, H.; Mehrjardi, N.Z.; Hatami, M.; Kiani, S.; Rao, M.; Haghighi, M.M. (2007). 
Neural differentiation from human embryonic stem cells in a defined adherent 
culture condition. Int. J. Dev. Biol. 51(5), pp. 371–378. 
Bain, G.; Kitchens, D.; Yao, M.; Huettner, J.E. & Gottlied, D.I. (1995). Embryonic stem cells 
express neuronal properties in vitro. Dev. Biol. 168, pp. 342-357. 
Baron, M. (2001). Induction of embryonic hematopoietic and endothelial stem/progenitor 
cells by hedgehog-mediated signals. Differentiation 68, pp.175-185. 
Bjorklund, L.M.; Sanchez-Pernaute, R.; Chung, S.; Andersson, T.; Chen, I.Y.; McNaught, K.S.; 
Brownell, A.L.; Jenkins, B.G.; Wahlestedt, C.; Kim, K.S.; and Isacson, O. (2002). 
Embryonic stem cells develop into functional dopaminergic neurons after 
transplantation in a Parkinson rat model. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA. 99, pp. 2344–2349. 
Bradshaw, N.J.; Ogawa, F.; Antolin-Fontes, B.; Chubb, J.E.; Carlyle, B.C.; Christie, S.; 
Claessens, A.; Porteous, D.J.; Millar J.K. (2008). DISC1, PDE4B, and NDE1 at the 
centrosome and synapse. Biochem. Biophys. Res. Commun. 377(4), pp. 1091-1096. 
Erratum in: Biochem Biophys Res Commun. 3, 384(3), p. 400 (2009).  
Buttery, L.D.; Bourne, S.; Xynos, J.D. et al. (2001). Differentiation of osteoblasts and in vitro 
bone formation from murine embryonic stem cells. Tissue Eng. 7, pp. 89-99. 
Carpenter, M.K.; Inokuma, M.S.; Denham, J.; Mujtaba, T.; Chiu, C.P. & Rao, M.S. (2001). 
Enrichment of neurons and neural precursors from human embryonic stem cells. 
Exp. Neurol. 172, pp. 383-397. 
Chinzei, R.; Tanaka, Y.; Shimizu-Saitou, K.; et al. (2002). Embryoid-body cells derived from a 
mouse embryonic stem cell line show differentiation into functional hepatocytes. 
Hepatology 36, pp. 22-29. 
Chojnacki, A. & Weiss, S. (2008). Production of neurons, astrocytes and oligodendrocytes 
from mammalian CNS stem cells. Nat. Protoc. 3, pp. 935. 
Colombo, E.; Giannelli, S.G.; Galli, R.; Tagliafico, E.; Foroni, C.; Tenedini, E.; et al. (2006). 
Embryonic stem-derived versus somatic neural stem cells: a comparative analysis of 
their developmental potential and molecular phenotype. Stem Cells 24, pp. 825-834. 
www.intechopen.com
 Pluripotent Stem Cells as an In Vitro Model of Neuronal Differentiation 95 
D’Amour, K.A.; Bang, A.G.; Eliazer, S.; Kelly, O.G.; et al. (2006). Production of pancreatic 
hormone–expressing endocrine cells from human embryonic stem cells. Nat. 
Biotechnology 24, pp. 1392-1401.  
Dani, C.; Smith, A.G.; Dessolin, S.; et al. (1997). Differentiation of embryonic stem cells into 
adipocytes in vitro. J. Cell Sci.110, pp. 1279-1285. 
Deacon, T.; Dinsmore, J.; Costantini, L.C.; Ratliff, J. and Isacson, O. (1998). Blastula-stage 
stem cells can differentiate into dopaminergic and serotonergic neurons after 
transplantation. Exp. Neurol. 149, pp.28–41. 
Doetschman, T.C.; Eistetter, H.; Katz, M.; Schmidt, W. & Kemler, R. (1985). The in vitro 
development of blastocyst-derived embryonic stem cell lines: formation of visceral 
yolk sac, blood islands and myocardium. J. Embryol. Exp. Morphol. 87, pp. 27-45. 
Dujardin, D.L.; Barnhart, L.E.; Stehman, S.A.; Gomes, E.R.; Gundersen, G.G. and Vallee, R. 
B. (2003). A role for cytoplasmic dynein and LIS1 in directed cell movement. J. Cell 
Biol. 163, pp. 1205-1211. 
Evans, M.J. & Kaufman, M.H. (1981). Establishment in culture of pluripotential cells from 
mouse embryos. Nature 292, pp. 154–156. 
Fassler, R.; Rohwedel, J.; Maltsev, V.; et al (1996). Differentiation and integrity of cardiac 
muscle cells are impaired in the absence of beta 1 integrin. J. Cell Sci. 109, pp. 2989-
2999. 
Faulkner, N. E.; Dujardin, D. L.; Tai, C. Y.; Vaughan, K. T.; O’Connell, C. B.; Wang, Y. and 
Vallee, R. B. (2000). A role for the lissencephaly gene LIS1 in mitosis and 
cytoplasmic dynein function. Nat. Cell Biol. 2, pp. 784-791. 
Fraichard, A.; Chassande, O.; Bilbaut, G.; Dehay, C.; Savatier, P. & Samarut, J. (1995). In vitro 
differentiation of embryonic stem cells into glial cells and functional neurons. J. Cell 
Sci. 108, pp. 3181-3188. 
Gambello, M.J.; Darling, D.L.; Yingling, J.; Tanaka, T.; Gleeson, J.G.; Wynshaw-Boris, A. 
(2003). Multiple dose-dependent effects of Lis1 on cerebral cortical development. J. 
Neurosci. 23(5), pp. 1719-1729. 
Gleeson, J.G. & Walsh, C.A. (2000). Neuronal migration disorders: From genetic diseases to 
developmental mechanisms. Trends Neurosci. 23(8), pp. 352-359. 
Guo, J.; Yang, Z.; Song, W.; Chen, Q.; Wang, F.; Zhang, Q.; Zhu, X. (2006). Nudel contributes 
to microtubule anchoring at the mother centriole and is involved in both dynein-
dependent and -independent centrosomal protein assembly. Mol. Biol. Cell 17(2), 
pp. 680-689.  
Hayashi, M.A.; Guerreiro, J.R.; Cassola, A.C.; Lizier, N.F.; Kerkis, A.; Camargo, A.C.; Kerkis, I. 
(2010). Long-term culture of mouse embryonic stem cell-derived adherent 
neurospheres and functional neurons. Tissue Eng. Part C Methods 16(6), pp. 1493-1502. 
Hippenmeyer, S.; Youn, Y.H.; Moon, H.M.; Miyamichi, K.; Zong, H.; Wynshaw-Boris, A.; 
Luo, L. (2010). Genetic mosaic dissection of Lis1 and Ndel1 in neuronal migration. 
Neuron 68(4), pp. 695-709. 
Kehat, I.; Kenyagin-Karsenti, D.; Snir, M.; et al. (2001). Human embryonic stem cells can 
differentiate into myocytes with structural and functional properties of 
cardiomyocytes. J. Clin. Invest. 108, pp. 407-414. 
Keller, G. (2005). Embryonic stem cell differentiation: emergence of a new era in biology and 
medicine. Genes and Devel. 19, pp. 1129-1155. 
Kramer, J.; Hegert, C.; Guan, K.; Wobus, A.M.; Muller, P.K. & Rohwedel, J. (2000). 
Embryonic stem cell-derived chondrogenic differentiation in vitro: activation by 
BMP-2 and BMP-4. Mech. Dev. 92, pp.193-205. 
www.intechopen.com
 Embryonic Stem Cells – Differentiation and Pluripotent Alternatives 96
Kroon, E.; Martinson, L.A.; Kadoya, K.; Bang, A.G.; et al. (2008). Pancreatic endoderm 
derived from human embryonic stem cells generates glucose-responsive insulin-
secreting cells in vivo. Nat. Biotechnology 26, pp. 443-452. 
Lako, M.; Lindsay, S.; Lincoln, J.; Cairns, P.M.; Armstrong, L. & Hole, N. (2001). 
Characterization of Wnt gene expression during the differentiation of murine 
embryonic stem cells in vitro: role of Wnt3 in enhancing haematopoietic 
differentiation. Mech. Dev. 103, pp.49-59. 
Lee, J.B.; Lumelsky, N.; Studer, L.; Auerbach, J.M. & McKay, R.D. (2000). Efficient generation 
of midbrain and hindbrain neurons from mouse embryonic stem cells. Nat. 
Biotechnol. 18, pp. 675-679. 
Li, M.; Pevny, L.; Lovell-Badge, R.; Smith, A. (1998). Generation of purified neural 
precursors from embryonic stem cells by lineage selection. Curr Biol 8, pp. 971–974. 
Li, X.J.; Yang, D.; Zhang, S.C. (2007). Motor Neuron and Dopamine Neuron Differentiation. 
In: Loring, JF., Wesselschmidt, RL., Schwartz, PH., editors. Human Stem Cell 
Manual. 1 ed. Elsevier. pp. 199-209. 
Liang, Y.; Yu, W.; Li, Y.; Yu, L.; Zhang, Q.; Wang, F.; Yang, Z.; Du, J.; Huang, Q.; Yao, X. et 
al. (2007). Nudel modulates kinetochore association and function of cytoplasmic 
dynein in M phase. Mol. Biol. Cell 18, pp. 2656-2666. 
Maden, M. (2007). Retinoic acid in the development, regeneration and maintenance of the 
nervous system. Nat. Rev. Neurosci. 8(10), pp. 755–65. 
Martin, G.R. (1981). Isolation of a pluripotent cell line from early mouse embryos cultured in 
medium conditioned by teratocarcinoma stem cells. PNAS 78, pp. 7634–7638. 
McKenney, R.J.; Vershinin, M.; Kunwar, A.; Vallee, R.B.; Gross, S.P. (2010). LIS1 and NudE 
induce a persistent dynein force-producing state. Cell. 141(2), pp. 304-14. 
Morris, N.R. (2000). Nuclear migration. From fungi to the mammalian brain. J. Cell Biol. 148, 
pp. 1097–1101. 
Mujtaba, J.; Piper, D.; Groves, A.; Kalyani, A.; Lucero, M.; Rao, M.S. (1999). Lineage 
restricted precursors can be isolated from both the mouse neural tube and cultured 
ES cells. Dev. Biol. 214, pp. 113-127. 
Müller, T. (2006). Neural Development. Encyclopedic Reference of Genomics and Proteomics in 
Molecular Medicine Part 14, pp. 1258-1266. 
Ng, E.; Davis, R.; Azzola, L.; et al. (2005). Forced aggregation of defined numbers of human 
embryonic stem cells into embryoid bodies fosters robust, reproducible 
hematopoietic differentiation. Blood 106, pp. 1601-1603. 
O’Shea, K.S. (1999). Embryonic stem cell models of development. Anat. Rec. 257, pp. 32–41. 
Okabe, S.; Nilsson, K.F.; Spiro, A.C.; Segal, M.; McKay, R.D.G. (1996). Development of 
neuronal precursor cells and functional postmitotic neurons from embryonic stem 
cells in vitro. Mech. Dev. 59, pp. 89–102. 
Palacios, R.; Golunski, E.; Samaridis, J. (1995). In vitro generation of hematopoietic stem cells 
from an embryonic stem cell line. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 92(16), pp. 7530-7534.    
Pankratz, M.T. & Zhang, S.C. (2007). Embryoid Bodies and Neuroepithelial Development. 
In: Loring, JF., Wesselschmidt, RL., Schwartz, PH., editors. Human Stem Cell 
Manual. 1 ed.. Elsevier. pp. 185-198. 
Pankratz, M.T.; Li, X.J.; Lavaute, T.M.; Lyons, E.A.; Chen, X.; Zhang, S.C. (2007). Directed 
neural differentiation of human embryonic stem cells via an obligated primitive 
anterior stage. Stem Cells 25(6), pp.1511–1520.  
Pederson, R. (1999). Embryonic stem cells for medicine. Scientific American 284, pp. 69–73. 
www.intechopen.com
 Pluripotent Stem Cells as an In Vitro Model of Neuronal Differentiation 97 
Pevny, L.H.; Sockanathan, S.; Placzek, M. and Lovell-Badge, R. (1998). A role for SOX1 in 
neural determination. Development 125, pp. 1967–1978. 
Reiner, O.; Carrozzo, R.; Shen, Y.; Wehnert, M.; Faustinella, F.; Dobyns, W.B.; Caskey, C.T.; 
Ledbetter, D.H. (1993). Isolation of a Miller-Dieker lissencephaly gene containing G 
protein beta-subunit-like repeats. Nature 364, pp. 717–721. 
Reubinoff, B.E.; Itsykson, P.; Turetsky, T. et al. (2000). Neural progenitors from human 
embryonic stem cells. Nat. Biotechnol.19, pp. 1134-1140. 
Reynolds, B.A. & Weiss, S. (1992). Generation of neurons and astrocytes from isolated cells 
of the adult mammalian central nervous system. Science 255, pp. 1707. 
Rohwedel, J.; Maltsev, V.; Bober, E.; Arnold, H.H.; Hescheler, J. & Wobus, A.M. (1994). 
Muscle cell differentiation of embryonic stem cells reflects myogenesis in vivo: 
developmentally regulated expression of myogenic determination genes and 
functional expression of ionic currents. Dev. Biol. 164, pp. 87-101.  
Rolletschek, A.; Chang, H.; Guan, K.; Czyz, J.; Meyer, M. & Wobus, A.M. (2001). 
Differentiation of embryonic stem cell-derived dopaminergic neurons is enhanced 
by survival-promoting factors. Mech. Dev. 105, pp. 93-104. 
Saillour, Y.; Carion, N.; Quelin, C.; Leger, P.L.; Boddaert, N.; Elie, C.; Toutain, A.; Mercier, S.; 
Barthez, M.A.; Milh, M.; Joriot, S.; des Portes, V.; Philip, N.; Broglin, D.; Roubertie, 
A.; Pitelet, G.; Moutard, M.L.; Pinard, J.M.; Cances, C.; Kaminska, A.; Chelly, J.; 
Beldjord, C.; Bahi-Buisson, N. (2009). LIS1-related isolated lissencephaly: spectrum 
of mutations and relationships with malformation severity. Arch. Neurol. 66(8), pp. 
1007-1015. 
Sasaki, S.; Shionoya, A.; Ishida, M.; Gambello, M.J.; Yingling, J.; Wynshaw-Boris, A.; and 
Hirotsune, S. (2000). A LIS1/NUDEL/ cytoplasmic dynein heavy chain complex in 
the developing and adult nervous system. Neuron 28, pp. 681. 
Sasaki, S.; Mori, D.; Toyo-oka, K.; Chen, A.; Garrett-Beal, L.; Muramatsu, M.; Miyagawa, S.; 
Hiraiwa, N.; Yoshiki, A.; Wynshaw-Boris, A.; Hirotsune, S. (2005). Complete loss of 
Ndel1 results in neuronal migration defects and early embryonic lethality. Mol. Cell 
Biol. 25(17), pp. 7812-7827. 
Shen, Y.; Li, N.; Wu, S.; Zhou, Y.; Shan, Y.; Zhang, Q.; Ding, C.; Yuan, Q.; Zhao, F.; Zeng, R. 
et al. (2008). Nudel binds Cdc42GAP to modulate Cdc42 activity at the leading edge 
of migrating cells. Dev. Cell 14, pp. 342-353. 
Shu, T.; Ayala, R.; Nguyen, M.D.; Xie, Z.; Gleeson, J.G.; Tsai, L.H. (2004). Ndel1 operates in a 
common pathway with LIS1 and cytoplasmic dynein to regulate cortical neuronal 
positioning. Neuron 44(2), pp. 263-277. 
Siller, K.; Serr, M.; Steward, R.; Hays, T. and Doe, C. (2005). Live imaging of Drosophila brain 
neuroblasts reveals a role for Lis1/dynacitn in spindle assembly and mitotic 
checkpoint control. Mol. Biol. Cell 16, pp. 5127-5140. 
Soria, B. (2001). In-vitro derivation of pancreatic beta-cells. Differentiation 68, pp. 205-219. 
Stehman, S. A.; Chen, Y.; McKenney, R. J. and Vallee, R. B. (2007). NudE and NudEL are 
required for mitotic progression and are involved in dynein recruitment to 
kinetochores. J. Cell Biol. 178, pp. 583-594. 
Strubing, C.; Ahnert-Hilger, G.; Shan, J.; Wiedenmann, B.; Hescheler, J. & Wobus, A.M. (1995). 
Differentiation of pluripotent embryonic stem cells into neuronal lineage in vitro 
gives rise to mature inhibitory and excitatory neurons. Mech. Dev. 53, pp.275-287. 
Sukoyan, M.A.; Kerkis, A.Y.; Mello, M.R.B.; Kerkis, I.E.; Visintin, J.A. and Pereira, L.V. 
(2002). Establishment of new murine embryonic stem cell lines for the generation of 
mouse models of human genetic diseases. Braz. J. Med. Biol. Res. 35(5, pp. 535-542. 
www.intechopen.com
 Embryonic Stem Cells – Differentiation and Pluripotent Alternatives 98
Svendsen, C. (2008). Stem cells and Parkinson's disease: toward a treatment, not a cure. Cell 
Stem Cell 2, pp. 412-413.  
Thomson, J.A.; Itskovitz-Eldor, J.; Shapiro, S.S.; Waknitz, M.A.; Swiergiel, J.J.; Marshall, V.S. 
& Jones, J.M. (1998). Embryonic stem cell lines derived from human blastocysts. 
Science 282, pp. 1145 – 1147. 
Tsai, J.W. ; Chen, Y. ; Kriegstein, A.R. ; Vallee, R.B. (2005). LIS1 RNA interference blocks 
neural stem cell division, morphogenesis, and motility at multiple stages. J. Cell 
Biol. 170(6), pp. 935-945.  
Vergnolle, M. & Taylor, S. (2007). Cenp-F links kinetochores to Ndel1/Nde1/Lis1/dynein 
microtubule motor complexes. Curr. Biol. 17, pp. 1173-1179. 
Walsh, C.A. & Goffinet, A.M. (2000). Potential mechanisms of mutations that affect neuronal 
migration in man and mouse. Curr. Opin. Genet. Dev. 10, pp. 270–274. 
Wang, R.; Clark, R. & Bautch, V.L. (1992). Embryonic stem cell-derived cystic embryoid 
bodies form vascular channels: an in vitro model of blood vessel development. 
Development 114, pp. 303-316. 
Wiles, M.V. & Keller, G. (1991). Multiple hematopoietic lineages develop from embryonic 
stem (ES) cells in culture. Development 111, pp. 259-267. 
Wobus, A. M. & Löser, P. (2011). Present state and future perspectives of using pluripotent 
stem cells in toxicology research. Arch. Toxicol. 85(2), pp. 79–117. 
Wobus, A.M. & Boheler, K.R. (2005). Embryonic stem cells: prospects for developmental 
biology and cell therapy. Physiol. Rev. 85, pp. 635-678. 
Wood, H.B. & Episkopou, V. (1999). Comparative expression of the mouse Sox1, Sox2 and 
Sox3 genes from pre-gastrulation to early somite stages. Mech. Dev. 86, pp. 197–201. 
Yamada, T.; Yoshikawa, M.; Kanda, S.; et al. (2002). In vitro differentiation of embryonic 
stem cells into hepatocyte-like cells identified by cellular uptake of indocyanine 
green. Stem Cells 20, pp. 146-154. 
Yamada, M.; Toba, S.; Yoshida, Y.; Haratani, K.; Mori, D.; Yano, Y.; Mimori-Kiyosue, Y.; 
Nakamura, T.; Itoh, K.; Fushiki, S.; Setou, M.; Wynshaw-Boris, A.; Torisawa, T.; 
Toyoshima, Y.Y.; Hirotsune, S. (2008). LIS1 and NDEL1 coordinate the plus-end-
directed transport of cytoplasmic dynein. EMBO J. 27(19), pp. 2471-2483. 
Ying, Q.L.; Stavridis, M.; Griffiths, D.; Li, M. and Smith, A. (2003). Conversion of embryonic 
stem cells into neuroectodermal precursors in adherent monoculture. Nat. 
Biotechnol. 21(2), pp. 183-186. 
Yoon, B.; Yoo, S.; Lee, J.; et al. (2006). Enhanced differentiation of human embryonic stem 
cells into cardiomyocytes by combing hanging drop culture and 5-azacytidine 
treatment. Differentiation 74, pp. 149-159. 
Youn, Y.H.; Pramparo, T.; Hirotsune, S.; Wynshaw-Boris, A. (2009). Distinct dose-dependent 
cortical neuronal migration and neurite extension defects in Lis1 and Ndel1 mutant 
mice. J. Neurosci. 29(49), pp. 15520-15530. 
Zhang, K.Z.; Westberg, J.A.; Holtta, E. and Andersson, L.C. (1996). Bcl2 regulates neural 
diffentiation. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA. 93, pp. 4504–4508. 
Zhang, S.C.; Wernig, M.; Duncan, I.D.; Brustle, O. and Thomson, J.A. (2001). In vitro 
differentiation of transplantable neural precursors from human embryonic stem 
cells. Nat. Biotechnol. 19, pp. 1129–1133. 
Zhang, S.C. (2006). Neural subtype specification from embryonic stem cells. Brain Pathol. 
16(2), pp. 132–142. 
Zyłkiewicz, E.; Kijańska, M.; Choi, W.C.; Derewenda, U.; Derewenda, Z.S.; Stukenberg, P.T. 
(2011). The N-terminal coiled-coil of Ndel1 is a regulated scaffold that recruits LIS1 
to dynein. J. Cell Biol. 192(3), pp. 433-445. 
www.intechopen.com
Embryonic Stem Cells - Differentiation and Pluripotent Alternatives
Edited by Prof. Michael S. Kallos
ISBN 978-953-307-632-4
Hard cover, 506 pages
Publisher InTech
Published online 12, October, 2011
Published in print edition October, 2011
InTech Europe
University Campus STeP Ri 
Slavka Krautzeka 83/A 
51000 Rijeka, Croatia 
Phone: +385 (51) 770 447 
Fax: +385 (51) 686 166
www.intechopen.com
InTech China
Unit 405, Office Block, Hotel Equatorial Shanghai 
No.65, Yan An Road (West), Shanghai, 200040, China 
Phone: +86-21-62489820 
Fax: +86-21-62489821
The ultimate clinical implementation of embryonic stem cells will require methods and protocols to turn these
unspecialized cells into the fully functioning cell types found in a wide variety of tissues and organs. In order to
achieve this, it is necessary to clearly understand the signals and cues that direct embryonic stem cell
differentiation. This book provides a snapshot of current research on the differentiation of embryonic stem cells
to a wide variety of cell types, including neural, cardiac, endothelial, osteogenic, and hepatic cells. In addition,
induced pluripotent stem cells and other pluripotent stem cell sources are described. The book will serve as a
valuable resource for engineers, scientists, and clinicians as well as students in a wide range of disciplines.
How to reference
In order to correctly reference this scholarly work, feel free to copy and paste the following:
Irina Kerkis, Mirian A. F. Hayashi, Nelson F. Lizier, Antonio C. Cassola, Lygia V. Pereira and Alexandre Kerkis
(2011). Pluripotent Stem Cells as an In Vitro Model of Neuronal Differentiation, Embryonic Stem Cells -
Differentiation and Pluripotent Alternatives, Prof. Michael S. Kallos (Ed.), ISBN: 978-953-307-632-4, InTech,
Available from: http://www.intechopen.com/books/embryonic-stem-cells-differentiation-and-pluripotent-
alternatives/pluripotent-stem-cells-as-an-in-vitro-model-of-neuronal-differentiation
© 2011 The Author(s). Licensee IntechOpen. This is an open access article
distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 3.0
License, which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in
any medium, provided the original work is properly cited.
